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Detailed Action 

1. This action is in reply to Application 10/647,755 filed on August 25, 2003. 

2. Claims 1-25 are currently pending and have been examined. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The Information Disclosure Statement filed on January 22, 2004 has been considered. An 
initialed copy of the Form 1449 is enclosed herewith. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a 
patent. 

5. Claims 1-7, 9-10, 12, 15-18, 20-21 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Ludwig et al, U.S. Pub 2003/0004874. 
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6. With regard to claim 1, Ludwig teaches a system for electronic presentment of bills and 
invoices related to goods and/or services provided by a first entity to a second entity 
comprising: 

first means for authenticating at least one first-entity-class user that is associated with 
at least one first entity (see at least paragraph 31, lines 4-8); 

■ second means for authenticating at least one second-entity-class user that is 
associated with at least one-second entity (see at least paragraph 31, lines 4-8); 

an application server (see at least paragraph 5, lines 5-10; paragraph 38, lines 1-8); 

■ a first application component, operably coupled to said first means, that interacts in 
real-time over a network with an authenticated first-entity-class user to enter, create, 
maintain, and store billing information and related invoices pertaining to at least one 
second entity (see at least 106, lines 1-12); 

a second application component, operably coupled to said second means, that 
interacts in real-time over the network with an authenticated second-entity-class user 
to access portions of said billing information and related invoices pertaining to the 
authenticated second-entity-class user (see at least paragraph 109, lines 7-19, 23- 
24). 

7. With regard to claim 2, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 1 as described above. Ludwig 
further teaches the system wherein: said first application component and said second 
application component operate in conjunction with data security logic to selectively control 
second-entity-class user access to portions of said billing information and related invoices that 
pertain to an authenticated second-entity-class user (see at least paragraph 59, lines 1-5). 

8. With regard to claim 3, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 1 as described above. Ludwig 
further teaches the system wherein: said first application component and said second 
application component operate in conjunction with data security logic to selectively control 



Application/Control Number: 10/647,755 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3609 

first-entity-class user access to portions of said billing information and related invoices that 
pertain to an authenticated ftrst-entity-class user (see at least paragraph 59, lines 1-5). 

9. With regard to claim 4, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 1 as described above. Ludwig 
further teaches the system of claim 1, wherein: said first means and said second means 
comprise a web server that operates in a demilitarized zone and that communicates with at 
least one component of said application server via secure communications through a firewall 
routing device (see at least paragraph 29, lines 1-4; paragraph 30, lines 1-5). 

10. With regard to claim 5, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 1 as described above. Ludwig 
further teaches the system wherein: first-entity-class users are logically partitioned into at 
least two different types each performing functions as part of an invoicing process, and said 
first application component includes logic modules corresponding to the different types of first- 
entity-class users, said logic modules interacting with corresponding types of browser-based 
first-entity-class users to perform said functions as part of the invoicing process (see at least 
paragraph 57, lines 1-5). 

11. With regard to claim 6, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 1 as described above. Ludwig 
further teaches the system wherein: second-entity-class users are logically partitioned into at 
least two different types each performing functions as part of an invoicing process, and said 
second application component includes logic modules corresponding to the different types of 
second-entity-class users, said logic modules interacting with corresponding types of browser- 
based second-entity-class users to perform said functions as part of the invoicing process (see 
at least paragraph 57, lines 1-5). 
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12. With regard to claim 7, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 1 as described above. Ludwig 
further teaches the system of claim 1, wherein: said first application component enables 
access to particular billing information by at least one authenticated second-entity-class user 
in response to finalization of said particular billing information (see at least paragraph 109, 
lines 23-25; paragraph 111, lines 6-8). 

13. With regard to claim 9, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 7 as described above. Ludwig 
further teaches the system wherein: said particular billing information cannot be added to an 
invoice until approved by an authenticated second-entity-class user (see at least paragraph 
130, lines 1-4). 

14. With regard to claim 10, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 1 as described above. Ludwig 
further teaches the system wherein: said first application component enables access to 
particular invoice information by at least one authenticated second-entity-class user in 
response to posting of said particular invoice information (see at least paragraph 111, lines 6- 
8). 

15. With regard to claim 12, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 1 as described above. Ludwig 
further teaches the system wherein: at least one of said first application component and said 
second application component cooperate with messaging logic to provide messages to 
authenticated users of the system regarding status of billing information and invoice 
information maintained by the system (see at least paragraph 124, lines 1-4). 

16. With regard to claim 15, Ludwig teaches a method for electronic presentment of bills and 
invoices related to goods and/or services provided by at least first entity to at least one 
second entity comprising: 
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■ authenticating at least one first-entity-class user that is associated with at least one 
first entity (see at least paragraph 31, lines 4-8); 

■ interacting in real-time over a network with an authenticated first-entity-class user to 
enter, create, maintain, and store billing information and related invoices pertaining to 
at one second entity in a database(see at least 106, lines 1-12); 

■ authenticating at least one second-entity-class user that is associated with a second 
entity (see at least paragraph 31, lines 4-8); and, 

interacting in real-time over the network with an authenticated second-entity-class 
user to access portions of said billing information and related invoices pertaining to the 
authenticated second-entity-class user from said database (see at least paragraph 
109, lines 7-19, 23-24). 

17. With regard to claim 16, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 15 as described above. 
Ludwig further teaches the method further comprising: selectively controlling second-entity- 
class user access to portions of said billing information and related invoices that pertain to an 
authenticated second-entity-class user (see at least paragraph 59, lines 1-5). 

18. With regard to claim 17, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 15 as described above. 
Ludwig further teaches the method of claim 15, wherein: selectively controlling first-entity- 
class user access to portions of said billing information and related invoices that pertain to an 
authenticated first-entity-class user (see at least paragraph 59, lines 1-5). 

19. With regard to claim 18, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 15 as described above. 
Ludwig further teaches the method further comprising: enabling access to particular billing 
information by at least one authenticated second-entity-class user in response to finalization 
of said particular billing information (see at least paragraph 109, lines 23-25; paragraph 111, 
lines 6-8). 
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20. With regard to claim 20, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 18 as described above. 
Ludwig further teaches the method wherein: said particular billing Information cannot be 
added to an invoice until approved by an authenticated second-entity-class user (see at least 
paragraph 130, lines 1-4). 

21. With regard to claim 21, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 15 as described above. 
Ludwig further teaches the method further comprising: enabling access to particular invoice 
information by at least one authenticated second-entity-class user in response to posting of 
said particular invoice information (see at least paragraph 111, lines 6-8). 

22. With regard to claim 23, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 15 as described above. 
Ludwig further teaches the method further comprising: automatically generating messages to 
authenticated users of the system regarding status of billing information and invoice 
information maintained by the system (see at least paragraph 124, lines 1-4). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

23. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office Action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 

t-hp Hmp t-hp invpnHnn mariP tn a nprcnn havinn nrrtinarv ckill in Mip Rrt tri whirh caiH 

subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 
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24. Claims 8, 11, 13-14, 19, 22 and 24-25 are rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ludwig et al., U.S. Pub 2003/0004874, in view of Ensel et a!., U.S. 
6,493,685. 

25. With regards to claim 8, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 7 as described above. Ludwig 
doesn't explicitly teach the limitation wherein: the finalization of said particular billing 
information is accomplished by interaction over the network with an authenticated first-entity- 
class user. Ensel, however, discloses wherein billing functions in the preparation of an invoice 
are carried out over the network by a billing entity (see at least column 13, lines 28-39). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have modified the limitation above, as taught by Ludwig, with the system/method, as 
taught by Ensel, for the motivation of carrying out a process for creating an electronic bill or 
invoice (see Ensel, column 13, line 1-2). 

26. With regards to claim 11, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 10 as described above. 
Ludwig doesn't explicitly teach the limitation wherein: the posting of said particular billing 
information is accomplished by interaction over the network with an authenticated first-entity- 
class user. Ensel, however, discloses wherein billing functions in the preparation of an invoice 
are carried out over the network by a billing entity (see at least column 13, lines 28-39). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have modified the limitation above, as taught by Ludwig, with the system/method, as 
taught by Ensel, for the motivation of carrying out a process for creating an electronic bill or 
invoice (see Ensel, column 13, line 1-2). 

27. With regards to claim 13, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 1 as described above. Ludwig 
. doesn't explicitly teach the system wherein: at least one of said first application component 

and said second application component interact in real-time over the network with 
authenticated users to define at least one project, wherein each given project pertains to a 
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specific second entity and specifies rules and conditions associated with an invoicing process 
carried out with respect to given project. Ensel, however, discloses an enrollment database 
containing all information relevant to customers of the biller including billing rules and 
conditions (see at least column 10, lines 21-49). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the limitation 
above, as taught by Ludwig, with the system/method, as taught by Ensel, for the motivation 
of customizing invoices presented to its customers (see Ensel, column 11, lines 2-5). 



28. With regards to claim 14, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 13 as described above. 
Ludwig doesn't explicitly teach the system wherein: each given project includes at feast one of 
a name, time period for the project, information pertaining to the recurring nature of the time 
period, information regarding time-based billing for the project, and an indication that billing 
entries associated with the given project can be added to an invoice without prior approval by 
an authenticated second-entity-class user. Ensel, however, discloses an enrollment database 
containing all information relevant to customers of the biller including billing rules and 
conditions (see at least column 10, lines 21-49). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the limitation 
above, as taught by Ludwig, with the system/method, as taught by Ensel, for the motivation 
of customizing invoices presented to its customers (see Ensel, column 11, lines 2-5). 

29. With regards to claim 19, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 18 as described above. 
Ludwig doesn't explicitly teach the limitation wherein: the finalization of said particular billing 
information is accomplished by interaction over the network with an authenticated First-entity- 
class user. Ensel, however, discloses wherein billing functions in the preparation of an invoice 
are carried out over the network by a billing entity (see at least column 13, lines 28-39). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have modified the limitation above, as taught by Ludwig, with the system/method, as 
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taught by Ensel, for the motivation of carrying out a process for creating an electronic bill or 
invoice (see Ensel, column 13, line 1-2). 

30. With regards to claim 22, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 21 as described above. 
Ludwig doesn't explicitly teach the method wherein: the posting of said particular invoice 
information is accomplished by interaction over the network with an authenticated first-entity- 
class user. Ensel, however, discloses wherein billing functions in the preparation of an invoice 
are carried out over the network by a billing entity (see at least column 13, lines 28-39). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have modified the limitation above, as taught by Ludwig, with the system/method, as 
taught by Ensel, for the motivation of carrying out a process for creating an electronic bill or 
invoice (see Ensel, column 13, line 1-2). 

31. With regards to claim 24, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 15 as described above. 
Ludwig doesn't explicitly teach the method wherein: interacting in real-time over the network 
with authenticated users to define at least one project, wherein each given project pertains to 
a specific client and specifies rules and conditions associated with the invoicing process carried 
out with respect to given project. Ensel, however, discloses an enrollment database 
containing all information relevant to customers of the biller including billing rules and 
conditions (see at least column 10, lines 21-49). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the limitation 
above, as taught by Ludwig, with the system/method, as taught by Ensel, for the motivation 
of customizing invoices presented to its customers (see Ensel, column 11, lines 2-5). 

32. With regards to claim 25, Ludwig teaches the limitation of claim 24 as described above. 
Ludwig doesn't explicitly teach the method wherein: each given project includes at least one of 
a name, time period for the project, information pertaining to the recurring nature of the time 
period, information regarding time-based billing for the project, and an indication that billing 
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entries associated with the given project can be added to an invoice without prior approvai by 
an authenticated second-entity-class user, Ensel, however, discloses an enrollment database 
containing all information relevant to customers of the biller including billing rules and 
conditions (see at least column 10, lines 21-49). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified the limitation 
above, as taught by Ludwig, with the system/method, as taught by Ensel, for the motivation 
of customizing invoices presented to its customers (see Ensel, column 11, lines 2-5). 



Conclusion 

33. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the applicant's 
disclosure. 

■ Ganesan et ah, U.S. 6,856,974, teaches an electronic bill presentment technique with 
enhanced biller control. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to Clifford Madamba whose telephone number is 571-270-1239. The examiner can normally 
be reached on Mon-Thu 7:30-5:00 EST Alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, James A. 
Reagan can be reached 571-272-6710. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800- 
786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Clifford Madamba 
Patent Examiner 
July 20, 2007 
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